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		Existing Washington Blvd and UPRR Crossing

		Proposed Washinton Blvd and UPRR Crossing
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TIMS - Collision Details

CoLLisioN DeTAILS: CASE ID 5454924

ST Ty -

Justin's Roseville

Car Wash =]
Pleasant Grove W
Self Storage by
2
Chevron &'
e
Grov!
pleasa™
B .
W i
2 \G"O‘JEB 3
= <
o= 3 need
g
g
B\qd O\ﬁ{_\?‘
E Aspel L
m
23
=z
Google 2 Map data @00tz ongie

STREET VIEW

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision details.php?no=5454924

Page 1 of 1
County PLACER City ROSEVILLE
Date (Y-M-D) 2012-01-17 Time 14:28
Nearby PLEASANT GROVE BL & RT 65
Intersection
Coordinate
Location 38.773425061, -121.305153152
State Highway N Route - Postmile -
Injured Fatalities 0
Victims
Alcohol NO Weather Clear
Primary
Collision Unknown Invqlved Bicycle
with
Factor

5/23/2016





TIMS - Collision Details Page 1 of 1

CoLLisioN DeTAILS: Case ID 4288036

d County  PLACER City ROSEVILLE
=i
i Date  5409.06-15  Time 17:20
(Y-M-D) :
Nearby PLEASANT GROVE BL & FOOTHILLS
B Intersection BL
2 cf:;gg:f:e 38.77243515, -121.3117251
b
Pleasant B1vd Pleasant Grove Blvd
I o B8 Starbucks State Highway N Route - Postmile -
Q -
ARCO R =) = Lollicup = :
= _ Injured .
% ¥ Pizza Guys & ¥ ésclhn:;?rhmfsﬂ;et Victims 1 Fatalities 0
-
(=8
Alcohol NO Weather Clear

1 AL

% 1 Leo's Kitchen Primary Involved
G & Collision Wrong Side of Road with Bicycle
> F
Google 5 Map datp@0Rias actor
STREET VIEW

REDAA br6oiegle

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision details.php?no=4288036 5/23/2016





TIMS - Collision Details

CoLLisioN DeTAILs: Case ID 5160724

| Allegria at Roseville
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Page 1 of 1

PLACER City ROSEVILLE
Date (Y-M-D) 2011-05-03 Time 14:45
z Nearby MCANALLY DR & FOOTHILLS BL
% ® Intersection
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« Location 38.76346, -121.3118
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o ({'\’{:. Autumn Oaks A
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: Chase Bank e
LI A T ) Alcohol NO Weather Clear
Jack in the Box f{ =
Dollar Tree & /‘/6 Primary
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o] Way with
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STREET VIEW
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5/23/2016





TIMS - Collision

Details

CoLLisioN DeTAILS: CaseE ID 4217104

5]
SOk
..v‘\\?'\\t <
-
(=] 1 mar
Autumn Oaks Apartments
I u
S
Chase Bank
AutoZone 4 !
Jack in the Box | o
Z
Dollar Tree ¢4 &
6% {1 Denny's
9
B
KFC '
il
Burger King
Google Map daep @09 ifaongle
STREET VIEW

Foothills Blvd
Roseville, California

View on Google Ma|

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision details.php?no=4217104

ps

Page 1 of 1

County PLACER City ROSEVILLE
Date (Y-M-D) 2009-04-27  Time 15:52
Nearby FOOTHILLS BL & MCANALLY DR

Intersection

Coordinate

Location 38.76265084, -121.3110139

State Highway N Route - Postmile -
Injured Fatalities 0
Victims

Alcohol NO Weather Clear
Primary
Collision O.ther'Hazardous Invqlved Bicycle

Violation with
Factor

5/23/2016





City of Roseville

From 3/1/2011 to 3/31/2016

Total Collisions: 2 Collision Summary Report 5/26/16

Injury Collisions: 1

Fatal Collisions: 0

WASHINGTON BL from SAWTELL RD to PLEASANT GROVE BL Page 1 of 1

176-13-6616 6/24/2013 15:40 Monday WASHINGTON BL & DIAMOND OAKS RD 0' Direction: Not State Daylight Cloudy Pty at Fault:
Broadside Bicycle Unknown Hit & Run: Felony Other Visible Injury #Inj: 1 #Killed: 0

260-14-9186 9/17/2014 09:50 Wednesday WASHINGTON BL & DIAMOND OAKS RD 0' Direction: Not State Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:2
Broadside Bicycle Auto R/W Violation 21804A Hit & Run: No Property Damage Only #Inj: 0 #Killed: 0

Segment Length: 0.89 miles (4,684")

Settings for Query:

Street: WASHINGTON BL between SAWTELL RD and PLEASANT GROVE BL
Include Intersection Related: True

Involved With: Bicycle

Sorted By: Date and Time





City of Roseville

From 3/1/2011 to 3/31/2016

Total Collisions: 2 Collision Summary Report

Injury Collisions: 2
Fatal Collisions: 0

PLEASANT GROVE BL from FOOTHILLS BL to WASHINGTON BL

46-13-1772 2/15/2013 17:19  Friday PLEASANT GROVE BL & FOOTHILLS BL
Broadside Bicycle Auto R/W Violation

246-14-8695 9/3/2014 07:30 Wednesday PLEASANT GROVE BL & FOOTHILLS BL
Sideswipe Bicycle Improper Turning

Segment Length: 0.50 miles (2,663")

Settings for Query:

Street: PLEASANT GROVE BL between FOOTHILLS BL and WASHINGTON BL
Include Intersection Related: True

Involved With: Bicycle

Sorted By: Date and Time

21801

22107

705
A

395

Direction: East Daylight
Hit & Run: No Complaint of Pain

Direction: East Daylight
Hit & Run: Felony Other Visible Injury

Clear

Clear

5/26/16

Page 1 of 1
Pty at Fault:1
#1Inj: 1 #Killed: 0

Pty at Fault:1
#1nj: 1 #Killed: 0





City of Roseville

From 3/1/2011 to 3/31/2016

Total Collisions: 3 Collision Summary Report 5/26/116
Injury Collisions: 3

Fatal Collisions: 0

FOOTHILLS BL from PLEASANT GROVE BL to MCANALLY DR Page 1 of 1
145-14-5242 5/25/2014 16:37 Sunday FOOTHILLS BL & MCANALLY DR 200" Direction: South Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:0
Broadside Bicycle Ped R/W Violation 21950A Hit & Run: No Complaint of Pain #Inj:1 #Killed: 0
151-14-5453 5/31/2014 02:28  Saturday FOOTHILLS BL & MCANALLY DR 850' Direction: North Dark - Street Light Clear Pty at Fault:1
Head-On Bicycle Driving Under Influence 23153A Hit & Run: Felony Severe Injury #1Inj:1 #Killed: 0
245-14-8665 9/2/2014 09:20 Tuesday FOOTHILLS BL & MCANALLY DR 0" Direction: Not State Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1
Broadside Bicycle Traffic Signals and Signs 21453A Hit & Run: No Other Visibie Injury #1nj:1 #Killed: 0

Segment Length: 0.64 miles (3,373")

Settings for Query:

Street: FOOTHILLS BL between PLEASANT GROVE BL and MCANALLY DR
Include Intersection Related: True

Involved With: Bicycle

Sorted By: Date and Time





From 3/1/2011 to 3/31/2016

City of Roseville

Total Collisions: 3 Collision Summary Report 5/26/16
Injury Collisions: 2
Fatal Collisions: 0 See page.5 for
segment listing.
WASHINGTON BL & DIAMOND OAKS RD Page 1 of 1
6/24/2013 15:40 Monday WASHINGTON BL & DIAMOND OAKsy/ 0' Direction: Not State Daylight Cloud Pty at Faul:
Broadside Bicycle Unknown Hit & Run:Feterry—Other Visible Injury #1nj:1 #Killed: 0
260-14-9186 9/17/2014 09:50 Wednesda GTONBL & DIAMOND OAKS RD 0 Directiom-Net-State  Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:2
Broadside Bicycle Auto R/W Violation 21804A Hit & Run: No Property Damage Only jro—#-Killed: 0
32-15-1132 2/1/2015 14:35 Sunday DIAMOND OAKS RD & WASHINGTON BL 11' Direction: East Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:2
Broadside Bicycle Wrong Side of Road 216501 Hit & Run: No Other Visible Injury #1Inj:1 #Killed: 0
Settings for Query:

Street: WASHINGTON BL

Cross Street: DIAMOND OAKS RD
Intersection Related: True

Involved With: Bicycle

Sorted By: Date and Time
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Rectangle
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dblomquist

Callout

See page 5 for segment listing.





		TIMS-SRTS_Case ID 4217104_Foothills at McAnally_Bike_04-27-2009

		TIMS-SRTS_Case ID 4288036_Pleasant Grove at Foothills_Bike_06-15-2009

		TIMS-SRTS_Case ID 5160724_Foothills at McAnally_Ped_05-03-2011

		TIMS-SRTS_Case ID 5454924_Pleasant Grove at Elmwood_Bike_01-17-2012

		Accident history








ROSEVYILLE

FEBRUARY 1, 2015 - 2:35 PM
CYCLIST STRUCK BY CAR
JUNE 24, 2013 - 3:40 PM
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& Washington Boulevard Bikeway
ROSEY and Pedestrian Pathways Project

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engingering, Surveying and Planning Services

The existing bicycle and pedestrian pathway diverts The existing bicycle and pedestrian railroad The underpass is |solated: narrow and does not The pathway ends at Derek Place which lacks

away from Washington Boulevard and lengthens the underpass beneath the UPRR tracks is isolated from have lighting. sidewalks and bicycle facilities. Bikes and
path of travel for non-motorized users. view from the street pedestrians are forced to walk on the street with

traffic.





-

Bicycle use is not advised on Washington Boulevard
on the approach to the Andora UPRR Undercrossing.
The Undercrossing will be removed as a barrier for
bikes by adding new pathways and bike lanes.

Washington Boulevard Bikeway

and Pedestrian Pathways Project

Due to lack of any shoulder space, pedestrians are
prohibited on Washington Boulevard beneath the
Andora UPRR Undercrosssing. The undercrossing
will be removed as a barrier for pedestrians by
adding new pathways on both sides of the street.

Bike lanes on Washington Boulevard end at
Diamond Oaks Road. New bike lanes will be added
to close the gap and create a continuous bile lanes
through Sawtell Road.

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engingering, Surveying and Plonning Services

There are no facilities for pedestrians along
Washington Boulevard south of Diamond Oaks
Road. The project will close the gap and help
prevent walking on the shoulders and J-walking by
adding new sidewalks and pathways on both sides
of the street.





&

Existing signalized intersection at Sawtell Road lacks
crosswalk on the south side of the street. The

addition of a new crossing would
pedestrian safety and mobility.

improve

Washington Boulevard Bikeway

and Pedestrian Pathways Project

The unsignalized intersection at Kaseberg Drive lacks
crosswalks and the existing sidewalk ends at the
southeast corner. The addition of a new traffic
signal and crossings on all approaches will improve
safety for bicyclists and pedestrians. New sidewalk
will be added north of Kaseberg Drive along
Washington Boulevard.

Existing signalized intersection at Diamond Oaks
Road lacks a crosswalk on the south side of steet.
The addition of a new crossing would improve
pedestrian safety and mobility.

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engineering, Surveying and Plonning Services

Existing sidewalks on Washington Boulevard end at
Diamond Oaks Road. The addition of new
sidewalks south of Diamond Oaks will improve

safety for pedestrians.






		Path

		Sawtell, Kaseberg, Diamond Oaks

		Washington Blvd








From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC

To: Daniel Blomquist

Subject: FW: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance
Date: Friday, June 03, 2016 10:12:54 AM

Attachments: image001.jpg

Hi Daniel,

The CCCis able to participate in the clearing, grubbing, and erosion control portions of this ATP
project. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of reaching us. Should this
project receive funding, please contact Carie Monroe (carie.monroe@ccc.ca.gov), our local Project
Manager.

Kind regards,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24™ Street
Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

SaveOurWater_Logo

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Daniel Blomquist [mailto:dblomquist@markthomas.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 9:12 AM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

Cc: Zach Siviglia <zsiviglia@markthomas.com>; nbuelna@roseville.ca.us; Dour, Mike
<mdour@roseville.ca.us>

Subject: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance

Good afternoon, Dominique and Melanie.

On behalf of the City of Roseville, | would like to invite the CCC and California Association of Local
Conservation Corps to participate in the construction of the Washington Boulevard Bikeway and
Pedestrian Pathways Project. Please find attached the project information packet which includes:

e  Project title and description

e Detailed cost estimate

e  Project schedule



mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov

mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:dblomquist@markthomas.com
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http://saveourwater.com/

http://drought.ca.gov/

mailto:dblomquist@markthomas.com

mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:zsiviglia@markthomas.com

mailto:nbuelna@roseville.ca.us

mailto:mdour@roseville.ca.us



Save Our

Water






e  Project maps, and
e  Preliminary plans

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me.

Daniel Blomquist

Senior Project Engineer
(916) 381-9100 x5724 | (916) 403-5724 direct

Mark Thomas & Company

Providing Engineering, Surveying and Planning Services
www.markthomas.com



http://www.markthomas.com/




From: Active Transportation Program

To: Daniel Blomquist

Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov; Zach Siviglia; nbuelna@roseville.ca.us; Dour, Mike

Subject: Re: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Application - Request for Corp assistance
Date: Thursday, June 02, 2016 2:23:16 PM

Hello Daniel,

Baldeo Singh of the Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps (SRCC) has
responded that they are able to assist with the Washington Boulevard Bicycle and
Pedestrian Improvements Project if it receives funding.

The SRCC crew can work on the following items:
1. Clearing and Grubbing

2. Plant Trees

3.  Plant Shrubs and ground cover

4. Install Irrigation

5.  General Landscape

Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the
Local Corps. Feel free to contact Baldeo (bsingh@saccorps.org) directly if your
project receives funding.

Thank you,
Dominique
On Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 9:12 AM, Daniel Blomquist <dblomquist@markthomas.com> wrote:

Good afternoon, Dominique and Melanie.

On behalf of the City of Roseville, I would like to invite the CCC and California
Association of Local Conservation Corps to participate in the construction of the
Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Pathways Project. Please find attached the
project information packet which includes:

e Project title and description

e Detailed cost estimate

e Project schedule



mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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e Project maps, and

e Preliminary plans

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me.

Daniel Blomquist
Senior Project Engineer

(916) 381-9100 x5724 | (916) 403-5724 direct

Mark Thomas & Company

Providing Engineering, Surveying and Planning Services
www.markthomas.com

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org



tel:%28916%29%20381-9100%20x5724

tel:%28916%29%20403-5724

http://www.markthomas.com/
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mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
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¢ .ll Board of Education
SQ,VI e > Susan E. Duane  Gary Miller  Hallie Romero

CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT Brian Vlahos  Jefferson Willoughby

Derk Garcia, Superintendent

June 6, 2016

Malcolm Dougherty, Director

State of California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Dear Director Dougherty:

The Roseville City School District would like to express our enthusiastic support for the City of
Roseville’s Active Transportation Program grant applications for the Washington Boulevard
Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

The Project will provide a unique opportunity to improve safety and connectivity for all users in
the City of Roseville, as well as continuity between schools, neighborhoods, and community
centers currently divided by the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks.

We are excited about the Active Transportation opportunities that this project would provide for
our students and for the community as a whole. The proposed projects will add to the number of
students walking and biking in Roseville and provide benefits to health and safety for the City
overall.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this letter in support of the grant applications for the
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

Sincerely,

Derk Garcia
Superintendent

DG/rb

1050 MAIN STREET = ROSEVILLE, CA 95678 = 916 / 771-1600 = www.rcsdk8.org






Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board
The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are

: astructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
tenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: & ) £L~7 ; Date: JONE 2), 20lb
Name: 7 Rhon Hevndon Phone: A - 334 - S3 5‘ |
Title: Publzc Woeks Oxesctor e-mail: Ehevndon (@ vpseol le. (A.J5

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Sighature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7, Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: /%

a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:

a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: é
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials: ﬁ

a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost
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5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials: %

a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence
area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvais, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
ﬁ N/A (CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: &

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:

Name (Last, First). | Blomquist, Daniel ]

Title: |Senior Project Engineer |
Engineer License Number | C 65875 |

SignatureM :
/ No. C65875

Date: | £//3// 4 |

Email: l dblomquist@markthomas.com |

Exp/2-3)-17

Phone: |(916) 381-9100 ext. 5724 |
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& Washington Boulevard Bikeway
ROSEY and Pedestrian Pathways Project

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engingering, Surveying and Planning Services

The existing bicycle and pedestrian pathway diverts The existing bicycle and pedestrian railroad The underpass is |solated: narrow and does not The pathway ends at Derek Place which lacks

away from Washington Boulevard and lengthens the underpass beneath the UPRR tracks is isolated from have lighting. sidewalks and bicycle facilities. Bikes and
path of travel for non-motorized users. view from the street pedestrians are forced to walk on the street with

traffic.





-

Bicycle use is not advised on Washington Boulevard
on the approach to the Andora UPRR Undercrossing.
The Undercrossing will be removed as a barrier for
bikes by adding new pathways and bike lanes.

Washington Boulevard Bikeway

and Pedestrian Pathways Project

Due to lack of any shoulder space, pedestrians are
prohibited on Washington Boulevard beneath the
Andora UPRR Undercrosssing. The undercrossing
will be removed as a barrier for pedestrians by
adding new pathways on both sides of the street.

Bike lanes on Washington Boulevard end at
Diamond Oaks Road. New bike lanes will be added
to close the gap and create a continuous bile lanes
through Sawtell Road.

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engingering, Surveying and Plonning Services

There are no facilities for pedestrians along
Washington Boulevard south of Diamond Oaks
Road. The project will close the gap and help
prevent walking on the shoulders and J-walking by
adding new sidewalks and pathways on both sides
of the street.





&

Existing signalized intersection at Sawtell Road lacks
crosswalk on the south side of the street. The

addition of a new crossing would
pedestrian safety and mobility.

improve

Washington Boulevard Bikeway

and Pedestrian Pathways Project

The unsignalized intersection at Kaseberg Drive lacks
crosswalks and the existing sidewalk ends at the
southeast corner. The addition of a new traffic
signal and crossings on all approaches will improve
safety for bicyclists and pedestrians. New sidewalk
will be added north of Kaseberg Drive along
Washington Boulevard.

Existing signalized intersection at Diamond Oaks
Road lacks a crosswalk on the south side of steet.
The addition of a new crossing would improve
pedestrian safety and mobility.

MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.

Providing Engineering, Surveying and Plonning Services

Existing sidewalks on Washington Boulevard end at
Diamond Oaks Road. The addition of new
sidewalks south of Diamond Oaks will improve

safety for pedestrians.
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:|City of Roseville

| Date:[6/10/2016

Project Description:|Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Pathways Project

Project Location:|Washington Boulevard between Diamond Oaks Road and Sawtell Road

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:|DanieI Blomquist

| License #: [C 65875

Engineer’s Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eliible Costs/ltems| AP Lneliaible Corps/CCC
=l1aibe Costs/lItems to construct
I,E‘ef Item ;h[jl Quantity| Units |  Unit Cost Ite-rrr?tcallost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS | $100,000.00 $100,000 100%| $100,000
2 |Traffic Control 1 LS | $100,000.00 $100,000 100%| $100,000
3 Stormwater Protection Plan 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
4 |Erosion Control 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%|  $20,000 100% $20,000
5 |Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100%| $50,000 100% $50,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
4 Class 2 Aggregate Base for Path 705 CYy $75.00 $52,875 100%| $52,875
5 |UPRR Widening 605 SF $425.00 $257,125 100%| $257,125
6  |Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) 2220 | TON $150.00 $333,000 100%| $333,000
7  |New Bridges 3 EA | $150,000.00 $450,000 100%| $450,000
8  |Safety Lighting 15 EA $5,000.00 $75,000 100%| $75,000
9  |Curb Ramps 7 EA $6,500.00 $45,500 100%|  $45,500
10 |8 PCC Sidewalk 176 TON $150.00 $26,400 100%|  $26,400
11  |Fill Quantity 15 CcY $50.00 $750 100% $750
12  |Traffic Signal Modfications 1 EA | $350,000.00 $350,000 100%| $350,000
13 |Cross walk striping 7790 SF $10.00 $77,900 100%|  $77,900
14  |Pedestrian Signal Heads 8 EA $1,200.00 $9,600 100%|  $9,600
15 |5'Bike Lane PCC 1145 | TON $150.00 $171,750 100%| $171,750
16 |Class 2 Aggregate Base for Bike lane 730 CYy $75.00 $54,750 100%| $54,750
17 100%
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
18 |Trees EA 100%
19  [Shrubs/groundcover SQFT 100%
20 |lrrigation / Water Connection LS 100%
21 100%
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $2,184,650 $2,184,650 $70,000
$109,233[<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable)
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):| 25.00% $546,163 $546,163
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $2,730,813 $2,730,813

Project Delivery Costs:

Type of Project Cost | Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 270,000 $270,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 400,000 $400,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| § 670,000 $670,000 25% | 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $
Total RW:| $ =
Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):| $ 400,000 | $400,000 | | | 15% | 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $1,070,000] [ $1,070,000 | |
Total Construction Costs:]| $3,130,813) | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost: | $3,800,813] | 53,800,813

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic:

(See examples shown in the Instructions)

6/13/2016

lofl







Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

Project Number: (2)

Project Location(s): (3a)

William Kaseberg Elementary

" (3b)

George A. Buljan Middle School

" (3c)

Vencil Brown Elementary

" (3d)

Roseville High School

Project Description: (4)

The purpose of the non-infrastructure portion of this grant is to promote increased trail use and other
designated Safe Route to School routes and programs at the above project school locations.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Administration and Program Management $ 19,400.00
Task "B" Education $ 65,110.00
Task "C" Encouragement $ 56,833.00
Task "D" Enforcement $ 20,580.00
Task "E" Data Collection - Follow up $ 19,650.00
Task "F" $ °
Task "G" $ °
Task "H" $ °
Task "I" $ °
Task "J" $ °
GRAND TOTAL | $ 181,573.00

ATP V. 7 (05/26/2015)






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Administration and Program Management

Task Summary (5b):

Oversight and Mangement of non-infrastructure of ATP Program

Task Schedule (5¢):

Start Date :

End Date:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Ensure Program set up and delivery

Prepare contract documents

2. Prepare invoices

Submit invoices

3. Develop Project Plan and Schedule

Prepare plan and schedule

4. Hire additional grant staff

staff on board

5. Oversee Grant Program

Grant Management

10.

Staff Costs (7):

Staff Title (7a):

Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c)

Staff Rate

Total $

Party 1 - |Project Coordinator 300 $38.00 $ 11,400.00
Party 2 - |Engineering Technician 150 $31.00 $ 4,650.00
Party 3 - |School Coordinater 75 $18.00 $ 1,350.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 17,400.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 17,400.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in
the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):( $ 250.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

[ P ] Supplies/Materials (9¢): $ 1,750.00
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9¢e):| $ -
CUES =

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 2,000.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 19,400.00

ATP V.7 (05/26/2015)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1$ mileage 450 miles@ $.54mi | $ 250 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 0 $ 250 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Travel Cost:| $ 250.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Office Supplies 1 $1,750 $ 1,750.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $1,750 $ 1,750.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,750.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ ° Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.7 (05/26/2015)






TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Education

Tas

k Summary (5b):|Provide Education Programs & Activties to promote biking and walking on the trails and other SRTS routes

Tas

k Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :

End Date:

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

Work with HS Engineering Club to develop Traffic Engineering Safety Project

L related to Traffic Safety. Incorporate Alternative modes of transportation. Present Final Project
2. Develop Bike/Ped Safety Education Materials Flyers, Posters, maps, Facebook Posts, Twitter Tweets, etc.
3. Establish after school bike clubs rosters, attendance sheets
4. Conduct Bike Club Rides travel logs (miles traveled)
5. Bicycle/Ped Safety Doctent Program in School # of School Docent's
6. Bike Rodeo's # of Bike Rodeo's Conducted
7. Training for Student Safety Patrol # of school participating in Safety Patrols/conducting Safety Patrol training
8. City of Roseville "Ride the Trails" Video Video
9. Bike Safety Assemblies hold 8 bike safety assemblies
10.
Staff Costs (7):
; Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total $
(73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢)
Party 1 - |Project Coordinator 500 $38.00 $ 19,000.00
Party 2 - |Engineering Technician 50 $31.00 $ 1,550.00
Party 3 - |School coordinator 250 $18.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 25,050.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 25,050.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 250.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 6,560.00
Supplies/Materials (9c): d
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] upplies/Materials (9c):| $ 15.200.00
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 16,750.00
"o $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 40,060.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 65,110.00
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Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|mileage 450 miles@ $.54mi | $ 250 1.|Bikes 10 $250 $ 2,500.00
2. $ - 2.|helmets 38 $20 $ 760.00
3. $ - 3.|bicycle repair stands 2 $150 $ 300.00
4. $ - 4. $ =
5. $ - 5.|bike repair supplies 1 $3,000 $ 3,000.00
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12. $ - 12. $ -
13. $ - 13. $ -
14. $ - 14. $ B
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total 0 $ 250 Total: 51 $3,420 $ 6,560.00
Total Travel Cost: $ 250.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 6,560.00
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|printing of educational materials $ o 1. $ o
2.|maps 4000 $1 $ 4,000.00 2. $ O
3.|helmet fitting posters 4000 $2 $ 6,000.00 3. $ =
4.|book marks 4000 $1 $ 2,000.00 4, $ -
5.|handouts 8000 $1 $ 4,000.00 5. $ -
6.[supplies for HS Engineering Club Project 1 $500 $ 500.00 6. $ o
7. $ = 7. $ O
8. $ = 8. $ O
9. $ = 9. $ O
10. $ = 10. $ O
11. $ = 11. $ O
12 $ = 12. $ O
13. $ = 13. $ O
14. $ = 14. $ O
15. $ = 15. $ O
16. $ = 16. $ O
17. $ = 17. $ O
18. $ = 18. $ O
19. $ = 19. $ O
20. $ = 20. $ O
Total:| 20001 $504 $ 16,500.00 Total: 0 $0 $ -
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 16,500.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ -
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Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2. |trailer to transport bikes to schools 1 $1,750 $ 1,750.00 2. $
3.|Video production 1 $15,000 $ 15,000.00 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2 $16,750 $ 16,750.00 Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 16,750.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Encouragement

Task Summary (5b):(Encouragement activities to promote the continued education programs as well as the trail and SRTS routes

Task Schedule (5¢c):

End Date:

Activities and Deliverables:

Deliverables (6b):

1. Organize Group Rides with after school bike club

# or Group Rodes/Trail miles ridden

2. Bike/Walk to School Day

Walking Counts/surveys, pictures,

3. Walking Wednesdays/Fridays - Scan and Notify

#'s walked/biked scanned

4, Incentive Programs for Consistent Participation in biking/walking programs

Keep track of increase of consistent walkers/bikers from beginning to end of grant

5. "Bragging Rights" award for School/City Wide

Presentation of Golden Schoe Award/May is Bike Month" Award

6. Drop/Walk, Trail posting

pictures, surveys

7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
Staff Rate
Total
Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢c) $
Party 1 - |Project Coordinator 650 $38.00 $ 24,700.00
Party 2 - |Engineering Technician 50 $31.00 $ 1,550.00
Party 3 - [School Coordinator 200 $18.00 $ 3,600.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ o
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 29,850.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 29,850.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

other costs section:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in the itemized

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ WE0
Equipment (9b):| $ 7,500.00
i i : 1,500.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c):| $
Incentives (9d):| $ 16,875.00
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 1,000.00
R E -
Total Other Costs (9g):| $ 26,983.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 56,833.00
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Task "C" Other Costs:

Itemized Travel Cost (9a)

Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)

Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task

Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task

Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|mileage 200@.554 $ 108 1. $ =
2. $ - 2.|Active for Me scanners and supplies 4 $250 $ 1,000.00
3. $ - 3.|Active for Me Tags 3000 $0.50 $ 1,500.00
4. $ - 4.|signs 25 $200 $ 5,000.00
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =

10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12. $ - 12. $ -
13. $ - 13. $ -
14. $ - 14. $ B
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total 0 $ 108 Total: 3029 $451 $ 7,500.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ 108.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 7,500.00
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Office Supplies 1 $1,500 $ 1,500.00 1.|healthy snacks 8000 $0.25 $ 2,000.00
2. $ - 2.|water bottles 1500 $1 $ 1,500.00
3. $ = 3.|bike lights 3500 $2 $ 7,000.00
4. $ = 4.light up shoe clips 750 $3 $ 1,875.00
5. $ - 5.|bike reflectors 1500 $1 $ 1,500.00
6. $ - 6.[reflective lanyards 1500 $2 $ 3,000.00
7. $ = 7. $ =
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ = 9. $ =
10. $ = 10. $ =
11. $ = 11. $ =
12. $ = 12. $ =
13. $ = 13. $ =
14. $ = 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ =
16. $ = 16. $ =
17. $ = 17. $ =
18. $ = 18. $ =
19. $ = 19. $ =
20. $ = 20. $ =
Total: 1 $1,500 $ 1,500.00 Total: 16750 $9 $ 16,875.00
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,500.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 16,875.00
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Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Active for Me license 4 $250 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13 $ = 13 $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 4 $250 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "D" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Enforcement

Task Summary (5b):|Enforcement of education programs through positive reinforcement

Task Schedule (5c¢): Start Date :|

End Date

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Overtime for Roseville PD for bike patrol on the trails CAD reports/logs, track citations and positive coupons
2. Overtime for Roseville PD for special biking/walking events timesheets
3. Student Safety Patrol Safety Equipment invoices

4. Reward Coupons for Safe Walking and Biking Behaviors

logs, pictures, surveys

10.

Staff Costs (7):

; Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) Total $

Party 1 - |Project Coordinator 150 $38.00 $ 5,700.00
Party 2 - |School Coordinator 200 $18.00 $ 3,600.00
Party 3 - |PD OT 75 $75.00 $ 5,625.00

Party 4 - $ -

Party 5 - $ -

Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 14,925.00

Indirect Costs (7e):

Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 14,925.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 405.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 750.00
Supplies/Materials (9c): 2,500.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] PP (e $

Incentives (9d):| $ 2,000.00

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -

"o $ -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 5,655.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 20,580.00
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Task "D" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1.|mileage 750@.54 $ 405 1.|Student Safety Patrol Equipment 1 $750 $ 750.00
2. $ - 2. $ =
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ - 4. $ =
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12 $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ =
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =

Total: 0 $ 405 Total: 1 $750 $ 750.00

Total Travel Cost:| $ 405.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 750.00

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $

1.|printing/office supplies 1 $2,500 $ 2,500.00 1.|coupons for healthy snacks from local businesses 1000 $2 $ 2,000.00
2. $ = 2. $ °
3. $ ° 3. $ =
4. $ = 4. $ °
5. $ ° 5. $ =
6. $ = 6. $ °
7. $ ° 7. $ =
8. $ = 8. $ °
9. $ ° 9. $ =
10. $ o 10. $ -
11. $ = 11. $ =
12. $ o 12. $ -
13. $ = 13. $ =
14. $ o 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ =
16. $ o 16. $ -
17. $ = 17. $ =
18. $ o 18. $ -
19. $ = 19. $ =
20. $ o 20. $ -

Total: 1 $2,500 $ 2,500.00 Total: 1000 $2 $ 2,000.00

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,500.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 2,000.00
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Task "D" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ 1 $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $
10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "E" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Data Collection - Follow up

Task Summary (5b):

Collect follow up data and survey information to determine if grant was a success

Task Schedule (5c¢):

Start Date :|

End Date:

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1. Before/After Survey of Trail use survey results
2. Before/After Survey of Bike helmet use survey results
3. Before/After survey of students biking and walking to school survey results
4. Walk Audits of Schools Walk Audits
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
; Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - |Project Coordinator 250 $38.00 $ 9,500.00
Party 2 - |Engineering Technician 50 $31.00 $ 1,550.00
Party 3 - [School Coordinator 200 $18.00 $ 3,600.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 14,650.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 14,650.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

click below:

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Supplies/Materials (9c):

5,000.00

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

")

Total Other Costs (99):

5,000.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

wlo|e|o|o|e|e|e

19,650.00

ATP V.7 (05/26/2015)






Task "E" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|mileage 750@.54 $ 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total: 0 $ Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ - Total Equipment Cost:| $

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|printing/office supplies 1 $5,000 $ 5,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $5,000 $ 5,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 5,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "E" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ ° Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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Board of Education

msm Q) Susan E. Duane Gary Miller Hallie Romero

CiTY SCHOOL DISTRICT Brian Vlahos  Jefferson Willoughby

Derk Garcia, Superintendent

May 10, 2016

Yvonne Woosley

City of Roseville, Public Works
311 Vernon Street

Roseville, CA 95678

Dear Ms. Woosley,

[ am writing this letter in support of the Safe Routes to School Program. We have many
children walking and biking to our schools and would like to make every effort to ensure
their routes are as safe as possible. We are also very interested in encouraging more
students to walk and/or bike to school.

The partnership with the Safe Routes to School Program is a wonderful benefit to our
schools and our community. A more pedestrian and bike friendly route for our students is

essential to our goal to encourage more children to bike and ride to school and is
consistent with our design philosophy of neighborhood schools.

Sincerely,

: ,7_/, -

Derk Garcia
Superintendent

DG/rb

1050 MAIN STREET » ROSEVILLE, CA 95678 = 916 / 771-1600 = www.rcsdkB.org





¢ .ll Board of Education
SQ,VI e > Susan E. Duane  Gary Miller  Hallie Romero

CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT Brian Vlahos  Jefferson Willoughby

Derk Garcia, Superintendent

June 6, 2016

Malcolm Dougherty, Director

State of California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Dear Director Dougherty:

The Roseville City School District would like to express our enthusiastic support for the City of
Roseville’s Active Transportation Program grant applications for the Washington Boulevard
Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

The Project will provide a unique opportunity to improve safety and connectivity for all users in
the City of Roseville, as well as continuity between schools, neighborhoods, and community
centers currently divided by the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks.

We are excited about the Active Transportation opportunities that this project would provide for
our students and for the community as a whole. The proposed projects will add to the number of
students walking and biking in Roseville and provide benefits to health and safety for the City
overall.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this letter in support of the grant applications for the
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

Sincerely,

Derk Garcia
Superintendent

DG/rb
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Roseville Joint Union High School. District

1750 CIRBY WAY, ROSEVILLE, CALIFORNIA 95661
Office (916) 782-8882 e« Fax (916) 786-2681 ¢ E-mail: rseverson@rjuhsd.us

BOARD OF TRUSTEES

RENE AGUILERA
SCOTT E. HUBER
LINDA M. PARK
R. JAN PINNEY
PAIGE K. STAUSS

RON SEVERSON, Superintendent
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May 24, 2016

Rohn Herndon

City of Roseville, Public Works Director
311 Vernon St.

Roseville, CA 95678

Subject: The Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways

To whom it may concern,

This letter is to share with you our support of the City of Roseville’s Active Transportation Program grant
application for the Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways.

The Roseville Joint Union High School District is committed to providing transportation alternatives for
our students and promoting our students’ health and well-being. The Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project
support these efforts by improving access to Oakmont High School and Roseville High School. We look
forward to this project and the opportunities it will provide our students. We suppart not only the
project improvements, but also the proposed Safe Routes to School training for safe and smart trail use.
Education is a key component of making the trail useable for our students and parents. The schools that
will benefit from this educational effort are not on a school closure list.

Thank you for the opportunity to express our support for the Washington Boulevard Bicycle and
Pedestrian Pathways ATP grant application.

Sincerely, W

Ron Severson, Superintendent

RS/dg
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Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director ——

Clty Of ROSCVille Citizen Representative
CELIA MCADAM

311 Vernon Street Executive Director

Roseville, CA 95678
Subject: ATP Grant for Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project
De

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) is pleased to support the City of
Roseville’s Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 grant application for the Washington Boulevard
Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project.

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is committed to Moving Placer Forward by
working with Placer County’s local governments to provide exceptional regional transportation
options. PCTPA recognizes that bicycling and walking improves air quality, reduces traffic
congestion, and promotes healthy lifestyles. PCTPA promotes bicycle planning efforts throughout
the Placer region and also coordinates with SACOG, Caltrans, and jurisdictions on Active
Transportation issues.

The Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project will remove the existing travel
barrier created by the narrow tunnel underneath the Union Pacific Rail Road track and provide a
more direct route to nearby destinations for cyclists and pedestrians in the surrounding
neighborhoods. The project’s pedestrian paths will benefit local neighborhoods and connect them to
schools, employment and retail centers. Meanwhile, the project’s Class II bike lanes will provide an
opportunity for biking to the Industrial Avenue/Foothills Boulevard high tech employment areas, as
well as to revitalized Downtown Roseville.

We are glad to see the design and environmental work for this project is already underway, and we
look forward to this project’s completion in the near future.

Sincerely,

299 Nevada Street * Auburn, CA 95603 - (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax)
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May 26, 2016

Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director
City of Roseville

311 Vernon Street

Roseville, CA 95678

Subject: City of Roseville Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Path Project
Dear Mr. Herndon,

Thank you for the opportunity to write this letter of support for the Washington Boulevard Bikeway and
Pedestrian Pathways Project.

The Placer County Department of Health and Human Services is committed to promoting the health
and well-being of the people in our communities, and we recognize that physical activity is one of the
key ingredients to a healthy citizenry. In fact, we are embarking upon an update to our Comprehensive
Community Health Assessment and Improvement Plan, and preventing health issues through physical
activity will be one of the issues that we address in the plan.

The project area (zip code 95678) has higher rates of asthma, physiological distress, low-income food
insecurity, obesity, smoking and inactivity compared to Placer County in general. These indicators of
poor health outcomes result in this area ranking 4h county-wide on the Healthy Communities Institute’s
SocioNeeds Index.

As we discussed with your staff during preparation of the ATP grant application, the Washington
Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths project will address health needs of the neighborhood and the
larger Roseville community. In particular, the project will provide localized pedestrian and bikeway
access for residents of the Diamond K Estates planned 55+ mobile home community, as well as for the
Diamond Oaks and Kaseberg/Kingswood neighborhoods. The project's bikeways will also connect the
older, disadvantaged Woodbridge/Los Cerritos neighborhoods and other areas of the City that are
south of the project area to the business and employment areas north of the project area along
Industrial Avenue and Foothills Boulevard.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to support Roseville's efforts to promote physical activity and
healthy lifestyles in the community.

Sincerely,

s f- L

Robert L. Oldham, M.D., M.S.H.A.
Health Officer/ Public Health Director

Health & Human Services = Public Health = 11484 B Avenue, Bldg. 1098 = ¥ in f
Auburn, CA 95603 = (530) 889-7141 office = (530) 889-7198 fax
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May 31, 2016

Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director
City of Roseville

311 Vernon Street

Roseville, CA 95678

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bikeways and Pedestrian Pathways Project
Dear Mr. Herndon,

Thanks for the opportunity to provide our support for the Washington Boulevard Bikeways and
Pedestrian Pathways Project.

Biking Roseville is a coalition of bicycle enthusiasts in Roseville whose interest is promoting safe
cycling for transportation and other purposes. A number of our participants work in the Pleasant
Grove Boulevard/Foothills Boulevard corridor. We currently are required to detour around
Washington Boulevard due to the lack of bike lanes between Pleasant Grove Boulevard and
Junction, where the road goes under the Union Pacific Railroad tracks.

The addition of bike lanes on Washington Boulevard will greatly increase the ability of bicyclists to
travel north-south through Roseville. This is a critical connection because of its connections to the
Foothills industrial area, which has some of Roseville’s largest employers including HP Enterprise
and TSI Semiconductors.

Thanks again for the opportunity to support this project.

/A

David Allen

Director

BikingRoseville
bikingroseville@yahoo.com






Cyciing Club May 30, 2016

Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director
City of Roseville

311 Vernon Street

Roseville, CA 95678

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bikeways and Pedestrian Pathways Project

Dear Mr. Herndon,

Thanks for the opportunity to provide our support for the Washington Boulevard Bikeways and
Pedestrian Pathways Project.

Sun City Roseville Cycling Club’s 150 members organize bike rides in and around Roseville on a
daily basis. Due to the lack of bike lanes and the extremely narrow section of roadway under the
Union Pacific Railroad, we avoid using Washington Boulevard as a bike route.

We really look forward to the addition of bike lanes on Washington Boulevard. This will help us
connect from Sun City Roseville on Pleasant Grove Boulevard into Downtown Roseville, the
Miners Ravine/Dry Creek trail system and areas beyond.

We support the grant application and the City’s efforts to improve this section of roadway for
bicyclists.

Sincerely,

k::?i/ﬂ/-i Q_%C/;(,nJ

Diana Rischling
Gail Devitt
co-Presidents
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June 1, 2016

Malcolm Dougherty, Director

State of California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project
Dear Director Dougherty,

On behalf of my District 6 constituents, please accept this letter in support of the City of
Roseville’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application for the Washington
Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project.

The Washington Boulevard project’s bikeway and pedestrian improvements will improve
transportation and recreation choices in Roseville and improve the quality of life for all of
Roseville’s residents. The project’s benefits will include reduced traffic congestion,
improved air quality and improved opportunities for healthy living through walking and
bicycling.

Please help us make Roseville a great place to live by supporting their application for ATP
grants for the Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project.

Sincerely,

ﬁw\@%@g
BETH GAINES
Assemblywoman, 6" District





June 1, 2016

Mr. Malcolm Dougherty, Director
California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

RE: Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project
Dear Director Dougherty,

I am writing to express my support for the City of Roseville’s Active Transportation Program
(ATP) grant application for the Washington Boulevard Bikeway and Pedestrian Paths Project
(Project). .

Roseville is making a funding request not to exceed $3.5 million for the Project, which will
improve recreation and transportation options for the residents of Roseville. Further, it will
reduce traffic congestion and improve opportunities for walking and bicycling in the City of
Roseville. This will greatly enhance the regional appeal of the area and contribute to the overall
quality-of-life in the community.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact my Deputy Chief of Staff, Rob Olmstead at (916) 772-0571.

Sincerely,

N

JIM NIELSEN
Senator, Fourth District
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City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Attachment J

QUESTION #1 — DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES
Item 1 - 2014-2015 DOE School Data - Free/Reduced Price Meals (FRPM)

Source: SACOG ATP Data Library (http://www.sacog.org/data-library)






Enroliment

(used to Adjusted
Academic | County | District | School G District Name School Name Low High ([Total Enrollment determine FRPM Percent (%)
Year Code Code Code Grade | Grade (K-12) FRPM) Count Eligible FRPM
(Ages 5-17) (Ages 5-17) (Ages 5-17)
2014-2015 31 66910 0000001 Placer Roseville City Elementary Nonpublic, Nonsectarian Schools 19 19 1 5.3%
2014-2015 31 66910 0102798 Placer Roseville City Elementary Thomas Jefferson Elementary K 5 485 477 91 18.8%
2014-2015 31 66910 0102806 Placer Roseville City Elementary Blue Oaks Elementary K 5 517 506 83 16.1%
2014-2015 31 66910 0116624 Placer Roseville City Elementary Junction Elementary K 5 741 741 81 10.9%
2014-2015 31 66910 0125740 Placer Roseville City Elementary Barbara Chilton Middle 6 8 373 373 53 14.2%
2014-2015 31 66910 0127639 Placer Roseville City Elementary Fiddyment Farm K 5 383 362 72 18.8%
2014-2015 31 66910 3130234 Placer Roseville City Elementary Diamond Creek Elementary K 5 580 580 91 15.7%
2014-2015 31 66910 3130242 Placer Roseville City Elementary Stoneridge Elementary K 5 474 474 57 12.0%
2014-2015 31 66910 6031223 Placer Roseville City Elementary George Cirby Elementary K 5 367 367 281 76.6%
2014-2015 31 66910 6031231 Placer Roseville City Elementary Crestmont Elementary K 5 456 456 203 44.5%
2014-2015 31 66910 6031249 Placer Roseville City Elementary Warren T. Eich Middle 6 8 783 783 246 31.4%
2014-2015 31 66910 6031256 Placer Roseville City Elementary William Kaseberg Elementary K 5 397 382 262 66.0%
2014-2015 31 66910 6031280 Placer Roseville City Elementary Bradford Woodbridge Fundamental ElemenK 4 284 284 235 82.7%
2014-2015 31 66910 6106108 Placer Roseville City Elementary George Sargeant Elementary K 5 459 446 215 46.8%
2014-2015 31 66910 6109482 Placer Roseville City Elementary Ferris Spanger Elementary K 5 456 445 173 37.9%
2014-2015 31 66910 6111959 Placer Roseville City Elementary Vencil Brown Elementary K 5 408 397 87 21.3%
2014-2015 31 66910 6111967 Placer Roseville City Elementary George A. Buljan Middle 6 8 1,108 1,108 372 33.6%
2014-2015 31 66910 6116099 Placer Roseville City Elementary Catheryn Gates Elementary K 5 596 596 131 22.0%
2014-2015 31 66910 6117790 Placer Roseville City Elementary Robert C. Cooley Middle 6 8 934 934 305 32.7%
2014-2015 31 66928 0000001 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Nonpublic, Nonsectarian Schools 13 10 1 7.7%
2014-2015 31 66928 0116459 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Antelope High 9 12 1,813 1,765 965 53.2%
2014-2015 31 66928 3130119 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Independence High (Alternative) 9 12 167 140 63 37.7%
2014-2015 31 66928 3130176 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Woodcreek High 9 12 2,215 2,156 469 21.2%
2014-2015 31 66928 3130184 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Granite Bay High 9 12 2,081 2,016 204 9.8%
2014-2015 31 66928 3130309 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Adelante High (Continuation) 9 12 119 92 88 73.9%
2014-2015 31 66928 3135308 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Oakmont High 9 12 1,829 1,776 543 29.7%
2014-2015 31 66928 3136504 Placer Roseville Joint Union High Roseville High 9 12 1,986 1,942 659 33.2%






City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Attachment )

QUESTION #2 — POTENTIAL FOR INCREASING WALKING AND BIKING
Item 1 - Existing Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Data for Washington Boulevard and Sawtell Road

Source: 4-hour counts collected manually on June 3, 2016

Item 2 - Existing Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Data for Washington Boulevard and Pleasant Grove
Boulevard

Source: 4-hour counts collected manually on June 3, 2016

Item 3 - Existing Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Data for City of Roseville Schools

Source: Counts collected manually from May 23, 2016 to May 27,2016 at George A. Buljan
Middle; Bradford Woodbridge Elementary; Vencil Brow Elementary; and Roseville High
School

Item 4 - Current and Projected Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Methodology
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City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Safe Routes to School Project Information Needs

For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety
and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school.

School Name Builvan MS

School Address 100 “Hallissy Dr Poseville. —5w78
District Name: Y osevile. Gity

District Address JOSO Main :S#' g<v | S\l
Co.-Dist.-School Code — 310kl 19,7

School Type K-8~ (¢— & | other*

Total Student i

Enrollment ‘/ I \_'

Total # of students that

currently walk or bike [ 5'—+

to school

Approximate # of
students living along
route proposed for
improvement:
Projected # of students
that will walk/bike to
school after project:
Percentage of students
eligible for free or
reduced meal program:

* Based on CTC Guidelines: K-8 schools are the only schools that qualify for the Safe
Routes to School designation. If the school is “9 thru 12” or higher, it does not qualify
for the Safe Routes to school designation and should not be included in the list of
projects.

Attach the following:
A) Map that shows the student enrollment area

B) Contact information/person for the school

C) Letter of support for the project





City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Safe Routes to School Project Information Needs

For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety
and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school.

School Name \W ac) bridee

School Address Sis Niles S+ Bgy\ AwIg
District Name: ECSD

District Address IOSD Maan -

Co.-Dist.-School Code — 39100280
School Type K-8 K-S | Other*

Total Student

Enrollment ?)L\%

Total # of students that
currently walk or bike 80
to school

Approximate # of
students living along
route proposed for
improvement:
Projected # of students
that will walk/bike to
school after project:
Percentage of students
eligible for free or
reduced meal program:

* Based on CTC Guidelines: K-8 schools are the only schools that qualify for the Safe
Routes to School designation. If the school is “9 thru 12" or higher, it does not qualify
for the Safe Routes to school designation and should not be included in the list of
projects.

Attach the following:
A) Map that shows the student enrollment area

B) Contact information/person for the school

Q) Letter of support for the project





City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Safe Routes to School Project Information Needs

For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety
and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school.

School Name ‘Brown

School Address 250 “TresHe R4 Pl 9013
District Name: KCanN

District Address {0s6 Main &
Co.-Dist.-School Code — A LAl | 1959
School Type K8 -5 | Other*
Total Student

Enroliment LH O

Total # of students that .

currently walk or bike 8‘3

to school

Approximate # of
students living along
route proposed for
improvement:
Projected # of students
that will walk/bike to
school after project:
Percentage of students
eligible for free or
reduced meal program:

* Based on CTC Guidelines: K-8 schools are the only schools that qualify for the Safe
Routes to School designation. If the schoolis “9 thru 12” or higher, it does not qualify
for the Safe Routes to school designation and should not be included in the list of
projects.

Attach the following:
A) Map that shows the student enrollment area

B) Contact information/person for the school

Q) Letter of support for the project





City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Safe Routes to School Project Information Needs

For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety
and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school.

School Name ?c‘&w(llc. (LS

School Address 1 Taer Way Roseville. 9561%
District Name: Rosevlle. Jont Wnion Hligh Schiopt | 10 stact™
District Address 1SV Cirou Wy Bosewville. 950t)
Co.-Dist.-School Code 319283250y

School Type K& 9—)2 | Other*

Total Student

Enrollment 'Q \Cj(1 _I

Total # of students that

currently walk or bike 'g I

to school

Approximate # of
students living along
route proposed for
improvement:
Projected # of students
that will walk/bike to
school after project:
Percentage of students
eligible for free or
reduced meal program:

* Based on CTC Guidelines: K-8 schools are the only schools that qualify for the Safe
Routes to School designation. If the school is “9 thru 12” or higher, it does not qualify
for the Safe Routes to school designation and should not be included in the list of
projects.

Attach the following:
A) Map that shows the student enroliment area

B) Contact information/person for the school

C) Letter of support for the project





QUESTION #2 — POTENTIAL FOR INCREASING WALKING AND BIKING

Current and Projected Pedestrian and Bicycle Count Methodology:

Washington Boulevard ADT south of Pleasant Grove Boulevard =

Washington Boulevard 2-hour Peak Traffic

Percent of Daily Traffic During Peak

Percent of 18-Hour Traffic During Peak

4,040 (AM)

= 4,040/20545
= 5,502/20545
= 19.7/0.75

= 26.8/0.75

Washington Boulevard Ped/Bike Counts at Pleasant Grove Boulevard

Calculated Current Pedestrian ADTs = 23/0.26
= 22/0.35

Current Pedestrian ADT (Avg. of AM & PM) = 75
Calculated Current Bike ADTs = 18/0.26
= 12/0.35

Current Bike ADT (Avg. of AM & PM) = 52

Projected Pedestrian and Bicycle ADTs One Year After Construction:

Forecast Year

Assumed Growth Rate:

Projected Pedestrian ADT

75(1+0.05)"6

2022 (6 years)
5%

100

Projected Bicvcle ADT

52(1+0.05)"6

70

20,545

5,502 (PM)
19.7% (AM)
26.8% (PM)
26% (AM)
35% (PM)
23/18 (AM)
22/12 (PM)

88 (AM)

63 (PM)

69 (AM)
34 (PM)





City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Attachment J

QUESTION #4 — PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND PLANNING

Item 1 - Washington / Andora Widening Project - Draft Community Outreach Plan

Item 2 - Washington / Andora Widening Project - Stakeholder Database

Item 3 - Washington / Andora Widening Project - Council Meeting Minutes; May 4, 2016





City of Roseville
WASHINGTON / ANDORA WIDENING PROJECT
Community Outreach Plan

Project Description

The proposed project is located near downtown Roseville between Junction Boulevard and Pleasant Grove
Boulevard. The project will widen 1.5 miles of Washington Boulevard from Sawtell Road north to Pleasant
Grove Boulevard and replace and widen the Union Pacific Rail Road Bridge.

Class Il bike lanes improvements will be included in the project. The project creates the potential to
designate a future Class | bike trail in the open space area between Emerald Oak Road and the UPRR tracks.

The project team is evaluating two potential approaches to the construction of the facility.
Option 1 — partial closure with one-way traffic control and no detour; estimated 2-year construction;
Option 2 —full road closure with detour; reduce construction by 33 weeks

The project construction target start date is Spring 2018.

Community Outreach Goal

e Inform and discuss with the local community about the Washington / Andora Widening project and its
purpose.

e Highlight improvements such as bridge aesthetics, Class Il bike lanes and Class | trail along Washington
Blvd.

e Inform key stakeholders and community and get feedback about construction approach.

e |dentify potential issues of key stakeholders related to the construction phase.

Target Audience and Stakeholders

The targeted audience will include property and business owners and residents (single-family and multi-
family homes) within % radius of project area, local neighborhood associations, the school district and
impacted schools, and recreational and other community-based organizations (natural resources, Parent
Teacher Organization).





ALM

Outreach Methods

Stakeholder Focus Group Meetings (3)

The project team will hold focus group meetings with key stakeholders to discuss project, purpose and need
and construction approach. The goal of the meetings is to provide early notice to stakeholders who may be
impacted by the construction and discuss potential impacts and solutions. The project team will meet with
local business owners and managers, the local residents, and the local school leaders.

Community workshops (2)

The project team will host three interactive hands-on workshops to allow the public to meet the project team
and City liaisons managing the project. The open forum encourages individual question/answer dialogue.

The first meeting will inform community members about the project and the benefits and goals of the project.
Community members will have an opportunity to ask questions and express concerns. The second meeting
may occur near the end of the environmental process and or near the beginning of the preliminary
engineering phase to gather feedback on design concepts from the community. Community feedback will be
utilized in enhance any refinements in the design process.

Communication Collateral Materials

The project team will develop outreach materials for project meetings such as an informational brochure,
comment cards, fact sheet or FAQ's to inform the community about the project and environmental process.
A template for each collateral item will be developed consistent with the project brand and either laser
printed or distributed through electronic channels. All materials developed will be consistent with the City of
Roseville’s branding standards. All content and collateral will be provided to the Public Works Public
Information Officer for review prior to dissemination.

Project Updates

The project team will develop content for six (6) project updates via electronic newsletters to provide
stakeholders and the community with current up to date information about the project throughout the
environmental and design process. The project updates will provide an additional mechanism to inform the
community about upcoming opportunities to be involved in the project. Content will be reviewed by the
project team, the City project manager, and the Public Information Officer before distribution.





Webpage Content

Webpage content incorporating key messaging will be developed by the project team and hosted on the City
of Roseville’s website. Community members can review facts about the project, project maps and other
pertinent information regarding the project.

Media Relations:

Working with the City of Roseville’s Public Information Officer, the project team will develop news releases.
The City PIO will distribute to all local media outlets to publicize outreach meetings. The project team will
follow up with specific local media outlets to assure public meetings are publicized and will respond to any
media requests for further information.

Spokesperson(s) and other Responsibilities

Name Title Organization Responsibility Contact

Luz “Nina” Associate City of Roseville,

Buelna Engineer & Public Works
Project Manager

Helen Dyda Marketing & City of Roseville, | Primary Media (916) 774-5443
Communications | Public Works Contact
Analyst

Garry W. Horton | Consultant Mark Thomas & (916) 381-9100
Project Manager | Company x5759

Gladys Cornell Outreach AIM Consulting, | Primary Point of | (916) 442-1168
Manager Inc. Contact for

Stakeholders






Timeline and Key Milestones (Approximate)
Summer 2016 - Conceptual Design

e Develop Key Messaging and Project Information Sheet
o Website Updates
e Stakeholder Focus Group Meetings (Businesses, Schools, Residents)

Fall 2016 - Preliminary Design (Traffic, Structure, Roadway, Staged Construction)

e Community Meeting
e Media Relations
e Project Update Newsletter

Winter 2017 - Environmental Clearance/CPUC GO 88B Application

e Community Scoping Meeting
e Media Relations

e Project Update Newsletter

e Update Website Content

Summer 2017 - Final PS&E, Permitting, UPRR C&M Agreement

e Media Relations
e Project Update Newsletter
e Update Website Content

Winter 2018 - City Council Approval

e Assistance for Transportation Commission and/or City Council Presentation
e Project Update Newsletter
e Update Website Content

Spring 2018 - Construction

AT M





DRAFT - Last Updated 6/10/2016

City of Roseville - Washington/Andora Widening Project

Stakeholder Database

First Name Last Name Organization Title Email Phone Address Notes
Schools
Mary Patrick Catheryn Gates Elementary School Principal mpatrick@rcsdk8.org (916) 771-1780 1051 Trehowell Drive May be out of the affected area.
Pam Kissick Vencil Brown Elementary School Principal pkissick@rcsdk8.org (916)771-1710 250 Trestle Rd, Roseville, CA 95678 May be out of the affected area.
699 Shasta Street
Joshua Joseph Ferris Spanger Elementary School Principal jjoseph@rcsdk8.org (916)771-1820 Roseville, CA 95678-1634 Near Sierra View Gold Course and Country Club
Brandford Woodbridge Fundamental 916-771-1850 e. 515 Niles Street Roseville, CA 95678-
Martha Paso Elementary School Principal mpaso@rcsdk8.org 300 1543 Below Placer County Fairgrounds
100 Hallissy Drive
Ryan Hartsoch George A. Buljan Middle School Principal rhartsoch@rcsdk8.org (916) 771-1720 Roseville, CA 95678
David Byrd Roseville High School Principal dbyrd@rjuhsd.us 916-782-3753 1 Tiger Way Roseville, CA 95678
1710 Cirby Way
Rob Hasty Oakmont High School Principal rhasty@rjuhsd.us 916-782-3781 Roseville, CA 95661
1050 Main Street
Derk Garcia Roseville City School District Superintendent DGarcia@rcsdk8.org 916.771.1600 x130 [Roseville, CA 95678
400 Derek Place, Suite G Roseville,
Justin Barrett Roseville City School District Director of Maintenance & Facilities JBarrett@rcsdk8.org 916-771-1670x 2 [CA 95678
Assistant Superintendent / Personnell
Steve Williams Roseville Joint Union High School District Services swilliams@rjuhsd.us 916.782.8663 1750 Cirby Way Roseville, CA 95661
Transportation
916-748-2579 O
David Allen Biking Roseville President dmallen100@yahoo.com 916-773-6254 H
916-771-2631
Jim Viehle SunCity Cycling Organizer jviele@comcast.net 916-208-2631
Mike Wixon Roseville Transit/City of Roseville Alternative Transportation Manager mwixon@roseville.ca.us 916-774-5480
Business Groups / Large Employers
650 Douglas Boulevard Roseville, CA
Wendy Gerig Roseville Chamber of Commerce Chief Executive Officer Wagerig@rosevillechamber.com 916.783.8136 95678
650 Douglas Boulevard Roseville, CA
Muang Saeteurn Roseville Chamber of Commerce Communications Specialist muang@rosevillechamber.com 916.783.8137 95678
Scott Alvord Downtown Merchants Association president@downtownroseville.com 916-784-0240 PO Box 552, Roseville, CA 95678
Bill Bowen Rotary Club of Roseville President wlb@bowenlegal.com 916-742-2220
Employee/Admin Services Unit Manager
Sara Sepulveda Department of Motor Vehicles Roseville (Statewide) Sara.Sepulveda@dmv.ca.gov (916) 657-5623 Have requested Roseville specific contact from her.
8413-8417 WASHINGTON BLVD. & Coastal KMS Industrial Center Property Manager - 16
Todd Sanfilippo Coastal Partners, LLC Senior Vice President todd.sanfilippo@cbre.com 916-781-4859 8250-8292 INDUSTRIAL AVE. Acres of Development plus 300k SF of office space.
8501 Foothills Blvd, Roseville, CA
Jose Garcia FedEx Ground Roseville Facilities Maintenance Manager j_garcia@fedex.com 916-208-5146 95747 Provided by Scannell Properties
8501 Foothills Blvd, Roseville, CA
Jessica Crowley FedEx Ground Roseville Senior Manager jessica.crowley@fedex.com 916-787-6700 95747 Provided by Scannell Properties
Past HP contact for other Roseville projects; left a
Christian Deitchman Hewlett Packard 916-748-7424 voicemail.
TSI Semiconductors Corp. Headquarters & US |Executive Assistant to Chief Executive 7501 Foothills Boulevard,
Cathryn Brown Manufacturing Facility Officer cathryn.brown@tsisemi.com 916 786 3900 Roseville, CA 95747-6504 CEO is Bruce Gray.
800 All America City Blvd.
Nicole Hanaway Placer County Fairgrounds Contracts Manager / Front Office nichole@placercountyfair.org (916) 786-2023 Roseville, CA 95678
Galilee Commercial Real Estate Property 7401 Galilee Rd. Ste 350
Val Thomas Management Property Manager info@gcrepm.com (916) 784-9807 Roseville, CA 95678 Property Manager for Galilee Road businesses.
Small Nearby Businesses
Laura Jilani Extra Space Storage Staff fac0463 @extraspace.com (916) 241-6684 100 Junction Blvd, Roseville, CA 95678
501 Derek Place (Suite 100)
Kevin Kemper Aikido & Healing Arts Center of Roseville Chief Instructor community@rosevilleaikidocenter.com 916-770-9031 Roseville, CA






DRAFT - Last Updated 6/10/2016

City of Roseville - Washington/Andora Widening Project

Stakeholder Database

501 Derek Place

Kelly Rue Roseville Brewing Company Owner kelly@rosevillebrewingco.com 916-783-2337 Roseville, CA. 95678
Dream Theatre Center for the Performing 501 Derek Place, Suite 160, Roseville,
Troy Wheeler Arts Founder info@dream-theatre.org 916.780.2090 CA 95678
Brian Wallentine Wallentine Motorsports Owner ibwally2 @hotmail.com (916) 847-2476 351 Derek P, Roseville, CA 95678
George Caymus Properties Owner (916) 788-1454 300 Derek P, Roseville, CA 95678 Left a voicemail to get main contact.
Susan Monks CJS Lighting Receptionist skm@c;jslighting.com (916) 774-6888 290 Derek P, Roseville, CA 95678
Leanna Montgomery Home Again Medical Primary Contact (916) 773-5959 200 Derek P, Roseville, CA 95678
Brian Fought John's Auto Care General Manager brian@jac.repair 916-791-2886 201 Derek P, Roseville, CA 95678
Erika Schweickert Capital City Solar General Partner info@capitalcitysolar.com (916) 782-3333 111 Derek PI, Roseville, CA 95678
Jeff Rovegno Mr Sprinkler Fire Protection President Jeff@mrsprinkler.com (916) 773-7036 100 Derek PI, Roseville, CA 95678
Neighborhoods
Roseville Coalition of Neighborhood 1911 Douglas Blvd
Werner Kuehn Associations (RCONA) President rcona.roseville@gmail.com 916-248-4878 Suite 85 - PMB370 Offered to have us present at RCONA board meeting.
Roseville Coalition of Neighborhood Sue emailed saying that Diamond & Kaseberg are part of
Sue Cook Associations (RCONA) Secretary secretary@RCONA.org (916) 781-8305 RCONA, not individual associations.
Highland Reserve Neighborhood Association highlandreserveneighborhood @gmail.com Part of RCONA
Diamond Oaks Neighborhood Association Part of RCONA
Kaseberg-Kingswood Neighborhood
Association Part of RCONA
DiamondK@newportpacific.com;
Ken Bergh Diamond K Estates Facilities Manager ken.bergh@newportpacific.com 916-783-5592 16 Richards Drive Roseville, CA 55+ senior mobile home community on 63 acres.
1950 Quail Ridge West Lane
Quiail Ridge Apartments 1-916-846-9024 Roseville, CA 95678 Left a voicemail to get main contact.
916-783-4600 ext  |105 Alta Vista Avenue, Roseville, CA
John Welch Sierra View Country Club & Golf Course General Manager jwelch@sierraviewcc.com 13 95678.
Public Safety
401 Oak Street, Suite 402
Greg James City of Roseville Fire Department Assistant Chief - Operations gjames@roseville.ca.us (916) 774-5806 Roseville, CA 95678
1051 Junction Blvd.
Chief Jim Maccoun City of Roseville Police Department Assistant Chief of Police jmaccoun@roseville.ca.us (916) 774-5000 Roseville CA 95678
6101 Pacific St. Listed as ambulance provider on Roseville Chamber. Left
American Medical Response of Placer County 916-563-0705 Rocklin, CA 95677 a voicemail
Executive Assistant to Pat Brady, Dionne
Leslie Shane Sutter Roseville Medical Center Miller ShanelA@sutterhealth.org 916-781-1648 Assistant to Pat Brady, CEO of Sutter.
2700 Gateway Oaks Drive
Calli Ziemer Sutter Roseville Medical Center Communications Coordinator ZiemerCN@sutterhealth.org (916) 887-7000 Sacramento, CA 95833 Public Relations for Sutter.
Facilities Manager of Roseville Kaiser
Kimberly Kelley Kaiser Permanente Hospital Facilities kimberly.kelley@kp.org 916-784-5459 1600 Eureka Rd, Roseville, CA Provided by assistant Ruth.

Could not give out
email.
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ROSEYILLE COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 7642
File #: 0900-04-02 & 0201-01

Washington Boulevard/Andora Bridge Widening Project - Professional Design
Services Agreement and Budget Adjustment

Contact: Luz "Nina" Buelna 916-746-1300 nbuelna@roseville.ca.us

&

Title:

Meeting Date: 5/4/2016
ltem #: 10.1.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt a resolution to approve the Professional Design
Services Agreement with Mark Thomas & Company (MT&Co) for Environmental and Engineering
Services and authorize the City Manager to execute it, in the not to exceed amount of
$3,470,182.00 for the Washington Boulevard/Andora Bridge Widening Project and authorize a
budget adjustment to transfer $1,814,300.00 from the Traffic Mitigation Fund to the project
account.

BACKGROUND

The Council-adopted Roadway Capital Improvement Program calls for the entire length of
Washington Boulevard to have four lanes. Most of Washington Boulevard already has four lanes,
however, the stretch from Sawtell Road to Diamond Oaks Road only has two lanes. This is the
segment of roadway that has the narrow, 2-lane railroad underpass known as the Andora
Underpass. The proposed project will widen this segment of Washington to a four lane road and
will include a complete reconstruction of the Andora Undercrossing to accommodate a four-lane
road. See Attachment A for a location map.

Proposed improvements include: two northbound and two southbound lanes, curb, gutter, and
sidewalk, curb ramps, Class Il bike lanes, a Class | bike trail, a center median; railroad
overcrossing replacement; drainage system improvements, and underground signal interconnect.

Selection of the design consultant began with a nationwide Request for Qualifications (RFQ) using
Public Purchase. The City received 10 responses to the request. From those 10, a review
committee narrowed the field down to the three most qualified firms. In February of this year, the
RFP was provided to those three consultants. The three consultants submitted both a
written proposal and provided a presentation to the six-person review committee regarding their
project understanding and proposed design process. The City’s evaluation team ranked the
proposals and presentations and selected MT&Co.

The design and environmental documentation for this project is anticipated to be completed in
2018. Part of MT&Co's scope of work includes assistance in trying to procure outside funding





sources for the construction of this project. Should the City be successful in procuring federal
and/or state grants, construction could begin as early as 2019. If unsuccessful in acquiring
outside funding, it could be 10 years or more before we have sufficient Traffic Mitigation Fee
(TMF) funds available to construct this $18 million project. However, having the project "shelf
ready" with environmental clearances and the design completed will make the project more
competitive for state and federal grants.

PUBLIC OUTREACH

Public Works staff will be working closely with MT&Co’s communications team (CT) to develop a
public outreach campaign to keep the community informed of the project’s design progress and
traffic handling during the construction phase of the project. This includes disseminating the
latest information on the City's web page and through news stories, traffic alerts, and social media.
The CT will identify key stakeholders, including residents and the motoring public, that will be
affected by construction of the project. At key milestones, the CT will provide updates to
stakeholders and notify them of upcoming meetings and opportunities to provide feedback.

During the development of the project design and environmental documentation, hands-on
workshops will be held with the community and stakeholders. There will be three community
meetings which include: a meeting to introduce the project and gather community feedback, public
review of environmental documents, and a meeting near the end of the project design phase to
present updated concepts.

Staff recognizes that the Andora Undercrossing is one of our main entrances into Downtown
Roseville, and therefore aesthetics will be a key component of MT&Co's scope, including
obtaining input from the community on aesthetic elements of the project.

FISCAL IMPACT

The MT&Co fee to complete Environmental and Engineering Services for the project is
$3,470,182.00. This cost is in line with other roadway capital improvement projects that are similar
in complexity and scope. This project is complex due to the extensive involvement
of stakeholders and the coordination of design and construction with UPRR. The replacement of
the Andora Bridge will need to meet UPRR design criteria as well as be reviewed and approved
by the railroad. Staff and the consultant team will be working closely with UPRR to minimize the
bridge cost.

These environmental and engineering services are funded with Traffic Mitigation Fee funds. No
General Fund monies will be used. The existing project account currently has a balance of
$2,155,888.41. Staff requests that the City Council approve a budget adjustment in the amount
of $1,814,300.00 from the Traffic Mitigation Fund to cover the MT&Co fee and City staff costs.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT / JOBS CREATED

Based on Federal guidelines, there is one job created for every $92,000.00 in direct government
spending. Based on that figure, this contract will create approximately 38 jobs.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in a
direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment (CEQA Guidelines
§15061(b)(3). Approval of the Professional Services Agreement with Mark Thomas and Company





does not include the potential for a significant environmental effect, and therefore is not subject to
CEQA. The Agreement includes preparation of appropriate CEQA environmental review
documentation for the project. Staff anticipates bringing the final CEQA document to Council for
consideration/approval in early fall of 2017.

Respectfully Submitted,

Luz "Nina" Buelna, Associate Engineer

Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director

Rob Jensen, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description

Exhibit "A"

Resolution No. 16-150
AGREEMENT
Attachment "A"
Ordinance No. 5677
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT





City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Attachment J

QUESTION #5 — Improved Public Health
Item 1 - Placer County Public Health - 2016 SocioNeeds Index

Item 2 - Placer County Public Health - 2016 Rankings

Item 3 - DOE Rosevill City School District - Physical Fitness Test Results

Source: SACOG ATP Data Library (http://www.sacog.org/data-library)






2016 Healthy Communities Institute SocioNeeds Index

Zip Code Index Rank Pop. County % of County Population
96143 83.9 5 4,150 Placer 1.1%
95631 45.2 4 6,469 Placer 1.7%
95714 39 4 608 Placer 0.2%
95678 32.3 4 44,379 Placer 11.6%
95713 30.3 4 10,471 Placer 2.7%
95603 28.9 3 27,611 Placer 7.2%
95602 24.8 3 17,779 Placer 4.7%
95681 24 3 1,237 Placer 0.3%
95648 23.7 3 55,109 Placer 14.4%
95703 22.6 3 1,641 Placer 0.4%
95701 21.6 3 939 Placer 0.2%
95724 215 3 263 Placer 0.1%
96146 21.4 3 1,435 Placer 0.4%
95677 18.6 3 24,420 Placer 6.4%
95661 18.1 3 31,413 Placer 8.2%
96145 12.5 2 3,820 Placer 1.0%
95722 12.1 2 4,287 Placer 1.1%
95658 10.7 2 6,623 Placer 1.7%
95765 9.9 2 39,580 Placer 10.4%
95747 9.5 2 60,816 Placer 15.9%
96148 9.3 2 874 Placer 0.2%
95650 6.2 1 12,476 Placer 3.3%
96140 49 1 485 Placer 0.1%
95663 4.7 1 2,554 Placer 0.7%
95746 1.4 1 22,215 Placer 5.8%
median 21.4 381,654
average 21.484
% difference 33.48606811
Rank % of zip codes range
5 4% 83.9
4 16% 30.3-45.2
3 40% 18.1-28.9
2 24% 9.3-12.5
1 16% 1.4-6.2

2016 HCI SocioNeeds Index Placer County

zip code 95678:

-Is the zip code with the third highest population in Placer County (11.8% of the population)
-Has a SocioNeeds rank in the lowest 20% of the 25 zip codes in Placer County

-Has a SocioNeeds index about a third higher than the average and median SocioNeeds index in
Placer County (the average/medianis 21, the index is 32 for zip code 95678)

data provided on4/15/16 by April Holland, Public Health Epidemiologist, Placer County Health and
Human Services (503) 889-7175





2. SocioNeeds Index B N

The 2016 SocioNeeds Index, created by Healthy Communities Institute, is a measure of socioeconomic need that is ;
correlated with poor health outcomes. ;

All zip codes, counties, and county equivalents in the United States are given an Index Value from 0 (low need) to 100 e
(high need). To help you find the areas of highest need in your community, the selected locations are ranked from 1 (low
need) to 5 (high need) based on their Index Value.
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All communities can be described
by various social and economic
factors that are well known to be
strong determinants of health
outcomes.

The SocioNeeds Index takes these
factors (which range from poverty
to education)...

Index Value
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and premature death.
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To identify the relative
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Index Values for each
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Index Values 24 32 36 43 5/0\ color the Needs Index map.

) ...but an Index Value of 50 could be high,
compared to the values of the other zip
codes in your selected area.






Dry Creek Greekway Multi-Use Trail Project - Public Health Data

2012-2013 Data Placer County 95661 95678

Indicators % 95% Cl Population % 95% Cl Population % 95% Cl Population
Ever diagnosed with asthma (18+) 13.7% 0.113-0.161 282400| 14.1% [0.116-0.166 24000 14.1% |0.115-0.167 32600
Ever diagnosed with diabetes (18+) 7.3% 0.061 - 0.086 282400 6.9% [0.057 - 0.082 24000 6.2% [0.05-0.073 32600
Serious psychological distress (18+) 7.2% 0.055 - 0.089 282400 6.9% [0.053-0.085 24000 8.2% [0.062-0.101 32600
Fair or poor health (18-64) 9.6% 0.071-0.121 219100 8.7% [0.061-0.113 19100 10.3% [0.076-0.13 27900
Low-income food insecurity (18+) 4.2% 0.025 - 0.059 282400| 3.4% [0.019-0.048 24000 6.0% |0.035-0.084 32600
Ever diagnosed with heart disease (18+) 7.8% 0.068 - 0.088 282400 6.8% [0.059-0.077 24000( 5.7% [0.049-0.065 32600
Obese (BMI &ge; 30) (18+) 19.0% 0.161-0.218 282400| 18.3% [0.15-0.216 24000 20.4% [0.171-0.237 32600
Walked at least 150 minutes (18+) 28.9% 0.244 - 0.335 282400| 29.9% [0.25-0.347 24000 27.8% [0.233-0.323 32600
Current smoker (18+) 9.9% 0.073-0.125 282400 9.4% [0.072-0.116 24000 11.4% |0.084-0.144 32600

Please note that many estimates produced in AskCHIS Neighborhood Edition are not direct estimates. For more information on the methodology used to calculate

estimates please visit http://healthpolicy.ucla.edu

Source: http://askchisne.ucla.edu/ask/ layouts/ne/Dashboard.aspx#/

Exported On: 04/25/2016 13:25:57






Winter, Alison

From: Robert Oldham <ROldham@placer.ca.gov>

Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 11:49 AM

To: Winter, Alison

Cc: Dour, Mike; Michael Romero; April Holland; Joe Arsenith; 'Nancy Callahan'
Subject: RE: Public Health component of ATP grant application

Thanks for inquiry, Alison. | am copying Mike Romero, April Holland, and Joe Arsenith from Placer Public Health to keep
them in the loop on your ATP application and as they are likely to be the ones helping me to respond to questions #1
and #3.

As far as question #2... | am very familiar with this location, and am involved in a project to try to improve the health
status of service recipients at 101 Cirby Hills Drive. This location is the site of a number of different behavioral health
services, especially for individuals with Medicaid or who are uninsured who have the diagnosis of a serious mental
illness or substance use disorder. While we don’t have good data on the health status of the population receiving
services here, national studies consistently show a 15- to 30-year reduced life expectancy in this

population, representing the single greatest and least recognized health disparity in the nation! See references below
that speak to these disparities:

Colton CW, Manderscheid RW: Congruencies in increased mortality rates, years of potential life lost, and causes of death
among public mental health clients in eight states. Prev Chronic Dis 2006; 3:A42

DE Hert M, Correll CU, Bobes J, et al: Physical illness in patients with severe mental disorders, I: prevalence, impact of
medications and disparities in health care. World Psychiatry 2011; 10:52-77

The primary cause of this early mortality seems to be cardiovascular disease associated with disproportionately high
rates of obesity and tobacco use. The research shows that these can be effectively addressed with a number of medical
and community-based interventions:

Green CA, Yarborough BJH, Leo MC, et al: The STRIDE weight loss and lifestyle intervention for individuals taking
antipsychotic medications: a randomized trial. Am J Psychiatry 2015; 172:71-81 L

Daumit GL, Dickerson FB, Wang NY, et al: A behavioral weight-loss intervention in persons with serious mental illness. N
EnglJ Med 2013; 368:1594-1602

Bartels SJ, Pratt SI, Aschbrenner KA, et al: Clinically significant improved fitness and weight loss among overweight
persons with serious mental illness. Psychiatr Serv 2013; 64:729-736

Cabassa LJ, Ezell JIM, Lewis-Fernandez R: Lifestyle interventions for adults with serious mental illness: a systematic
literature review. Psychiatr Serv 2010; 61:774-782

Bartels SJ, Desilets RA: Health Promotion Programs for Persons With Serious Mental Iliness: What Works? A Systematic
Review and Analysis of the Evidence Base in Published Research Literature on Exercise and Nutrition Programs.
Washington, DC, SAMHSA-HRSA Center for Integrated Health Solutions, 2012.

We recently received a grant to promote health and wellness among people receiving services at this location. We are
calling this program “Health360”. One of the activities associated with Health360 is to lead walking groups and other
exercise from this location for people receiving services. In a recent meeting, staff were discussing having to drive clients
to local parks. Going by bus was proposed as an alternative. However, Multi-Use Trail trails in this area would offer a
much more sustainable alternative. | am also copying Nancy Callahan, who is helping to coordinate/ evaluate Health
360. Nancy may have additional data that might be helpful to you.

Thanks again for reaching out. We look forward to partnering on this application.



WinterAlison

Highlight



WinterAlison

Highlight





Rob

Robert L. Oldham, M.D., M.S.H.A.

Health Officer/ Division Director

Health and Human Services | Public Health Division
(530) 889-7287 | (530) 889-7198 fax | placer.ca.gov

From: Winter, Alison [mailto:AWinter@roseville.ca.us]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 10:58 AM

To: Robert Oldham

Cc: Dour, Mike

Subject: Public Health component of ATP grant application

Hi Robert,

We are in the process of writing an Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application for the Dry Creek Greenway
Multi-Use Trail Project. The project is located in the southern area of Roseville, north of Cirby Way between Riverside
Avenue to the west and the City limits to the east. Attached is a vicinity map for your reference.

One of the components of the application is an analysis on the public health benefits. The Be Well Placer website
indicator data does show that the project zip codes (95661 & 95678) do have slightly higher asthma rates as compared
the County-wide rate, so that is one area we can address. We are also looking for assistance on the following items:

1. Onthe Be Well Placer website, the SocioNeeds Index for the County ranks zip code #95678 4th in the County on
need. Would you have more information on how this index was developed and what a high rank translates to
in terms of public health for the population within that area?

2. The project is adjacent to the Placer County Health and Human Services Office at 101 Cirby Hills Drive in
Roseville. Could we get information (health status, place of residence, income level, etc...) on the clients served
by this office that could help us determine how they might benefit from the project?

3. Any other information you have or can direct us to that will help us address public health as related to this
project (i.e. studies on benefits of walking/biking, health links to physical activity, health sector cost of inactivity,
etc...).

Thank you in advance for any assistance you can provide to help us develop a competitive application.

Best Regards,

Alison Winter

Administrative Analyst

Public Works - Alternative Transportation
City of Roseville

401 Vernon Street

Roseville, CA 95678

(916) 746-1316

(916) 746-1333 fax
www.roseville.ca.us/transportation






Placer County, California | County Health Rankings & Roadmaps

County Health
Rankings & Roadmaps

Page 1 of 2

Building a Culture of Health, County by County

Placer (PL)

Placer Error Top U.S. California Rank
County  Margin Performers” (of 57)

Health Outcomes 5

Length of Life 13

Premature death 4,900 4,700-5,200 5,200 5,300

Quality of Life 4

Poor or fair health** 11% 11-11% 12% 18%

Poor physical health days** 3.3 3.1-3.4 2.9 4.0

Poor mental health days** 3.5 3.3-3.6 2.8 3.6

Low birthweight 6% 6-6% 6% 7%

Additional Health Outcomes (not included in overall ranking)

Premature age-adjusted mortality 240 230-250 270 270

Child mortality 30 30-40 40 40

Infant mortality 4 4-5 5 5

Frequent physical distress 9% 9-10% 9% 13%

Frequent mental distress 10% 10-10% 9% 11%

Diabetes prevalence 8% 8-9% 9% 10%

HIV prevalence 57 41 375

Health Factors 4

Health Behaviors 11

Adult smoking** 11% 11-12% 14% 13%

Adult obesity 23% 20-26% 25% 23%

Food environment index 7.9 8.3 7.7

Physical inactivity 14% 12-17% 20% 17%

Access to exercise opportunities 92% 91% 94%

Excessive drinking** 20% 19-21% 12% 17%

Alcohol-impaired driving deaths 28% 23-33% 14% 30%

Sexually transmitted infections 222.8 134.1 4399

Teen births 13 13-14 19 32

Additional Health Behaviors (not included in overall ranking)

Food insecurity 13% 11% 15%

Limited access to healthy foods 2% 2% 3%

Drug overdose deaths 11 9-13 8 11

Drug overdose deaths - modeled 12.0-14.0 6.1-8.0 11.1

Motor vehicle crash deaths 7 6-8 9 9

Insufficient sleep 29% 28-30% 28% 34%

Clinical Care 3

Uninsured 13% 12-14% 11% 19%

Primary care physicians 830:1 1,040:1 1,270:1

Dentists 980:1 1,340:1 1,260:1

Mental health providers 420:1 370:1 360:1

Preventable hospital stays 29 27-31 38 41

Diabetic monitoring 85% 82-89% 90% 81%

Mammography screening 70% 67-73% 71% 59%

Additional Clinical Care (not included in overall ranking)

Uninsured adults 15% 14-17% 13% 24%

Uninsured children 7% 5-8% 5% 8%

Health care costs $7,781 $9,102

Other primary care providers 2,077:1 866:1 2,192:1

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/county/snapshots/061/include-additional 5/25/2016





Placer County, California | County Health Rankings & Roadmaps

Social & Economic Factors
High school graduation

Some college

Unemployment

Children in poverty
Income inequality
Children in single-parent households

Social associations

Violent crime

Injury deaths

Placer
County

92%
77%
6.3%
10%
4.4
23%
7.6
203
49

Error
Margin

75-79%
8-12%

4.2-4.6
21-25%

46-52

Additional Social & Economic Factors (not included in overall ranking)

Median household income

Children eligible for free lunch
Residential segregation - black/white
Residential segregation - non-white/white

Homicides

Physical Environment

Air pollution - particulate matter
Drinking water violations

Severe housing problems
Driving alone to work

Long commute - driving alone

~ 10th/9oth percentile, i.e., only 10% are better.
Note: Blank values reflect unreliable or missing data

$75,700
20%

53

27

2

9.3
Yes
20%
79%
38%

$72,500-78,900

1-3

19-21%
78-79%
36-40%

** Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods

Top U.S.
Performers”

93%
72%
3.5%
13%
3.7
21%
22.1
59
51

$61,700
25%

23

15

9.5
No
9%
71%
15%

Rank

California (of 57)

85%
62%
7.5%
23%
5.2
32%
5.8
425
46

$61,000
48%

56

37

38
9.3

20%

73%
38%

2016

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/county/snapshots/061/include-additional

Page 2 of 2

5/25/2016





Level

N NN NDNNMNNNDNNNNNONDN

Subgroup

O oo NOUL B WNPEFE O

e el e
W N R O

Table_Nu Line_Num County

mber

R R R R R R R R R R RRRR

ber

N NN DNNNNNNNNNNDNDN

Code

31
31
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31
31
31
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31
31
31
31
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School
District
Code

66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910
66910

School

Code

Category

0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition
0 Body Composition

Percent of

Number Percent of Percent of Grade 5
Number of Grade5 Grade5 Grade5
Students
of Grade 5 Students Students Students in Needs
Students in Healthy in Healthy in Needs
. . Improvem
Tested Fitness Fitness Improvem .
ent-High
Zone Zone ent .
Risk

1125 835 74.2 13.4 12.4
552 439 79.5 11.2 9.3
573 396 69.1 15.5 15.4
43 30 69.8 14 16.2

5 k¥ * % k¥ * %
94 76 80.9 12.8 6.3
55 39 70.9 10.9 18.2
223 143 64.1 16.6 19.3
11 8 72.7 9.1 18.2
692 534 77.2 12.6 10.2

2 k¥ * % k¥ * %
348 225 64.7 16.4 18.9
769 604 78.5 12.1 9.4

8 * %k * % * k¥ * %k

72.87273 13.14545 13.98182

Number

Number
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City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Attachment J

QUESTION #6 — Cost Effectiveness

Item 1 - Demand and Benefit Results

Source: Ped-Bike Info Center Tool at: http: //www.pedbikeinfo.com /bikecost/step1.cfm.






Cost-Benefit Analysis of Bicycle Facilities

Benefit-Cost analysis
of Bicycle Facilities

Page 1 of 1

Demand and Benefits Results

Demand

In a one and half mile (2,400 m) radius around the proposed facility:

Low Estimate Mid Estimate High Estimate
Residents 38,978 38,978 38,978
Existing Commuters 284 284 284
New Commuters 89 89 89
Total Existing Cyclists 674 6,967 10,596
Total New Cyclists 299 2,266 3,400
Annual Benefits
Low Estimate Mid Estimate High Estimate
Recreation (768,313 $7,947,056 $12,086,697
Mobility - Proposed Facility Type Per Trip Daily Annually
Off Street bicycle trail $4.08 $1,520 C $357,099
Low Estimate Mid Estimate High Estimate
Health $38,295 > $290,043 $435,213
Urb% Suburban Rural
Decreased Auto Use (_ $6,060)) $3,729 $466
Total Annual Benefits = $768,313 + $357,099 + 38,295 + $6,060
=$1,169,767 => $1,170,000
http://www .pedbikeinfo.com/bikecost/dboutput.cfm 5/31/2016
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Total Annual Benefits = $768,313 + $357,099 + 38,295 + $6,060
                                   = $1,169,767 => $1,170,000





City of Roseville
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Attachment J

QUESTION #7 — Leveraging of Non-ATP Funds

Item 1 - SACOG MTIP - Washington/Andora Undercrossing Improvement Project

(SACOG ID - PLA25501)





Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program

sacoc b PLA25501 PLA Lead Agency City of Roseville

Project Tltle
Washington Blvd/Andora Undercrossing Improvement Project

EA Number:n/a Last Revised Completion Year Fed FY Revenue Source Engineering Right of Way Construction | Total Revenue
17-00 2018 2018 Conaestion Mitigation and Air Quality $1.100.000 $1.100.000
2018 Local - Developer - Transportation Improvement Feg $16.900.000 $16.900.000
$0 $0 $18,000,000 $18,000,000

Project Description

In Roseville, widen Washington Blvd from 2 to 4 lanes,
including widening the Andora Underpass under the
UPRR tracks, between Sawtell Rd and just south of
Pleasant Grove Blvd. and construct bicycle and
pedestrian improvements adjacent to roadway. (CMAQ
funds are for bicycle and pedestrian improvements only.
Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.9 ROG, 0.51 NOx, 0.16
PM10)

Federal Project (Pending Approval) Total Cost $18,000,000

Page 1 of 1 Monday, May 16, 2016
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¢ .ll Board of Education
SQ,VI e > Susan E. Duane  Gary Miller  Hallie Romero

CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT Brian Vlahos  Jefferson Willoughby

Derk Garcia, Superintendent

June 6, 2016

Malcolm Dougherty, Director

State of California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Dear Director Dougherty:

The Roseville City School District would like to express our enthusiastic support for the City of
Roseville’s Active Transportation Program grant applications for the Washington Boulevard
Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

The Project will provide a unique opportunity to improve safety and connectivity for all users in
the City of Roseville, as well as continuity between schools, neighborhoods, and community
centers currently divided by the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks.

We are excited about the Active Transportation opportunities that this project would provide for
our students and for the community as a whole. The proposed projects will add to the number of
students walking and biking in Roseville and provide benefits to health and safety for the City
overall.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this letter in support of the grant applications for the
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

Sincerely,

Derk Garcia
Superintendent

DG/rb

1050 MAIN STREET = ROSEVILLE, CA 95678 = 916 / 771-1600 = www.rcsdk8.org
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CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT Brian Vlahos  Jefferson Willoughby

Derk Garcia, Superintendent

June 6, 2016

Malcolm Dougherty, Director

State of California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Subject: Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways
Dear Director Dougherty:

The Roseville City School District would like to express our enthusiastic support for the City of
Roseville’s Active Transportation Program grant applications for the Washington Boulevard
Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

The Project will provide a unique opportunity to improve safety and connectivity for all users in
the City of Roseville, as well as continuity between schools, neighborhoods, and community
centers currently divided by the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks.

We are excited about the Active Transportation opportunities that this project would provide for
our students and for the community as a whole. The proposed projects will add to the number of
students walking and biking in Roseville and provide benefits to health and safety for the City
overall.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this letter in support of the grant applications for the
Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways Project.

Sincerely,

Derk Garcia
Superintendent

DG/rb
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Roseville Joint Union High School. District

1750 CIRBY WAY, ROSEVILLE, CALIFORNIA 95661
Office (916) 782-8882 e« Fax (916) 786-2681 ¢ E-mail: rseverson@rjuhsd.us

BOARD OF TRUSTEES

RENE AGUILERA
SCOTT E. HUBER
LINDA M. PARK
R. JAN PINNEY
PAIGE K. STAUSS

RON SEVERSON, Superintendent

D)

May 24, 2016

Rohn Herndon

City of Roseville, Public Works Director
311 Vernon St.

Roseville, CA 95678

Subject: The Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways

To whom it may concern,

This letter is to share with you our support of the City of Roseville’s Active Transportation Program grant
application for the Washington Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathways.

The Roseville Joint Union High School District is committed to providing transportation alternatives for
our students and promoting our students’ health and well-being. The Dry Creek Greenway Trail Project
support these efforts by improving access to Oakmont High School and Roseville High School. We look
forward to this project and the opportunities it will provide our students. We suppart not only the
project improvements, but also the proposed Safe Routes to School training for safe and smart trail use.
Education is a key component of making the trail useable for our students and parents. The schools that
will benefit from this educational effort are not on a school closure list.

Thank you for the opportunity to express our support for the Washington Boulevard Bicycle and
Pedestrian Pathways ATP grant application.

Sincerely, W

Ron Severson, Superintendent

RS/dg
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CITY OF ROSEVILLE

Appendix B -- Regional Project List and Maps of Bicycle Network

20085 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Foothill Business Park Diamond Woods to Foothills Blvd .25 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $325,000
20089 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Villemont Garden Park Drive to Pleasant Grove Blvd. 0.51 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $663,000
20090 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Shea Center Proposed Class | to Existing Class | 0.31 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $403,000
20091 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Conference Center to Galleria Existing Class | to Galleria Ci. 0.29 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $377,000
20099 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Harding to Royer Lincoln Street to Harding Blvd. 1.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,430,000
20101 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Downtown Specific Plan Royer Park to Lincoln Street 0.3 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $390,000
20109 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Riverside to Eastwood & Darling Riverside Ave to Darling Way 1.18 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $2,360,000
20110 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Eastwood to Sunrise Eastwood Park to Sunrise Ave. 0.47 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $611,000
20111 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Sunrise to Oak Ridge Sunrise Ave. to Oak Ridge Drive 0.28 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $784,000
20112 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Eich Connector Existing Multi-Use Trail to Existing Multi-Use Trail 0.12 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $156,000
20113 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Meadowlark to Rocky Ridge Dr. Meadowlark Way to Rocky Ridge Dr. 0.55 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,540,000
20114 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Rocky Ridge to Champion Oaks Rocky Ridge Drive to Champion Oaks Dr. 0.82 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,066,000
20115 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Champion Oaks to City Limits Champion Oaks Dr. to City Limits 0.68 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,904,000
20084 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Veterans Park/ Crocker Ranch Park to Crocker Ranch Road .66 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $858,000
20087 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Hewlett Packard Existing Class | to Existing Class | 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,988,000
20098 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) South Bluff to Washington Proposed Class | to Glenwood Ci. 0.46 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $598,000
20102 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Miners Ravine Existing Class | to Europa Street 0.31 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $403,000
20103 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Miners Ravine Harding Blvd. to Ant. Creek Trail 0.31 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $403,000
20104 Placer Cit] - . " lass 1) Corporation Yard City Limits to City Limits 0.48 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $624,000
20105 Placer Citl P rOJ eCt LIStI ng Ilass 1) East of Corporation Yard County Limits to County Limits 0.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20106 Placer Cithr lass I) Placer County Segment City Limits to Atkinson Street 0.27 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $351,000
20107 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Union Pacific Atkinson Street to Vernon Street 0.44 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,232,000
20108 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Vernon to Riverside Vernon Street to Riverside Ave. 0.5 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,400,000
20086 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) North and East Extensions Foothills Blvd to Placer Ranch/Hwy 65 1.78 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $2,314,000
20088 Placer Multi-use Path (Class I) Fairbridge/Grenada Pass Washington Blvd. to Garden Park Ct. 0.19 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $247,000
20092 Placer Multi-use Path (Class I) Highway 65 Crossing 1 Garden Park Ct. to Fairway Dr. 0.38 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,064,000
20093 Placer Multi-use Path (Class I) Highway 65 Crossing 2 Proposed Class | to Fairway Dr. 0.95 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $2,660,000
20094 Placer of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Fiddyment road to Mahany Park Fiddyment Rd. to Existing Class | 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $923,000
20095 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Mahany Park Existing Class | to Existing Class | 0.77 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,001,000
20097 Placez City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Foothills Boulevard to Washington Foothills Blvd. to Washing Blvd. 0.62 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $806,000
20100 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Secret Ravine Existing Class | to Existing Class | 0.84 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,092,000
20116 Placer City of Roseville Multi-use Path (Class I) Placer County Segment Spahn Ranch to Sierra College Blvd. 1.04 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20121 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Parkside to west of Dover Isle Dover Isle Ct. to Parkside Way 0.13 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $7,935
20130 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Antelope Creek Dr. Creekside Ridge Dr. to Proposed Class | 0.33 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $20,052
20131 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Cirby Way to City Limits - irbue ML bl ical 0.64 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $319,016
20133 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) Lava Ridge Ct. l P rOJ eCt Llstl n g l 0.26 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $15,597
20142 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Foothills to PFE 0.77 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $383,822
20143 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Atkinson to City Limits City Limits tb March Rd. 0.27 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $135,381
20144 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Diamond Creek to McCloud Diamond Cgeek Blvd. to McCloud Way 0.20 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $98,470
20146 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) Cirby Way Improvements Foothj#s"Blvd. to Vernon Street 0.21 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $106,173
20117 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Washington 0.15 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $495,000
20118 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) various 9.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $13,330,000
20122 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) North of Blue Oaks City Limits to Rachael Dr. 0.70 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $352,355
20124 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) Foothills to Highway 65 Niblick Dr. to Alantown Dr. 0.32 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $19,478
20125 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Sawtell to RR Track Proposed Class | to Derek PI. 0.45 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $222,825
20126.D] City.af Raseuill Bike (Class 1) All i h WL America City Blud.to Church St 0.46 il City of Raseville Ricycle Master Pl $27 40
20127 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Washingto# 0.17 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $10,396

" by " . e ) R o ing hock- . . ity TIPS " 476
20140 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) 1-80 to City Limits City Limits to 1-80 0.70 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $348,268
20145 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) West Roseville 11.16 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $669,600
20148 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Parkhill Johnson Ranch Dr. to E. Roseville Pw. 0.32 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $159,544
20149 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) N. Cirby Champion Oaks Dr. to Stoney Point Way 0.34 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $168,743
20150 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) N. Cirby Cirby Ranch to Maidu 0.38 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $190,000
20123 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Foothills Pilgrims Dr. to Baseline Rd. 0.25 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $125,000
20128 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) McAnally Dr. 0.09 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $5,166
20132 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Hackamore to Kaiser Existing Class Il to Douglas Blvd. 0.41 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $24,338
20134 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Douglas to City Limits Darling Way to Cirby Way 0.47 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $235,320
20135 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Vernon to Harding Vernon Street to Harding Blvd. 0.88 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $52,980
20136 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Douglas - Sunrise to Rocky Ridge N. Sunrise Ave. to Rocky Ridge Dr. 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $42,750
20137 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) Existing Class Il to Washington Blvd..  Csisting Class Il to Washington Blvd. 1.01 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $505,000
20139 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) Washington to Foothills Foothills Blvd to Washington Blvd. 0.71 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $354,064
20141 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class I1) Estates to Douglas Estates Dr. to Douglas Blvd. 0.26 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $15,881
20147 Placer City of Roseville Bike Lanes (Class 1) Cirby Way Riverside Ave. to Rocky Ridge Dr. 1.87 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $935,021
20154 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class Ill) / Shoulder Downtown Bike Route Connections Vernon Street, Riverside to Folsom Estates, Shasta 12.89 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $19,335
20155 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class 1) / Shoulder Downtown Bike Route Connections ~ Diamond Oaks, Oak to Main, Atkinson, Atlantic City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20151 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class Il) / Shoulder Parellel to I-80 Cirby, Sunrise, Coloma to Oak Ridge, Santa Clara 5.14 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $7,710
20152 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class 1) / Shoulder Stoneridge various 2.07 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $3,105
20157 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class 1) / Shoulder Painted Desert Ct. Class | Trail to Kodiak Way 0.10 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan TBD
20162 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class 1) / Shoulder Professional 0.42 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $628
20163 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class 1) / Shoulder Highland Park Dr. 0.73 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,093
20164 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class Ill) / Shoulder West Roseville Specific Plan 0.77 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $1,155
20153 Placer City of Roseville Bike Route (Class Il) / Shoulder Parallel to Cirby Keith, Sandringham to San Simeon, Stonebridge 2.87 miles City of Roseville Bicycle Master Plan $4,305
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